Harold Weisberg 
Route 8 

Frederick, Maryland 21701 


2537 Regent St., Apt. 202 
Berkeley, Calif. 94704 
July 31, I 969 


Dear Harold, 

Your mailings of 7/12, 19, and 25 received. Needless to say, your health 
is a top priority matter; please take good care of yourself. 

Lifton 33 a y have gotten some knowledge of the contents of your Nichols 
affidavit to -'me .‘S’* As I recall one of our conversations, we were discussing some 
of his ideas on the doctoring of the Zapruder film and I strongly urged that 
the Archives copy be examined before any conclusions were drawn from the copy 
now in general circulation. He asked whether it was possible to examine original 
material in the Archives, and in replying that it was I probably cited three 
reasons: I myself had worked with certain original papers when I was there, you 
had been allowed to examine certain original evidence, and Lattimer's paper showed 
that he had been allowed to handle CE 399, etc. I may also have mentioned the 
fact that Nichols was having difficulty with his requests for access, and that 
certain policies (e.g. on copying copyrighted photos) appear to have been tightened 
up recently. I do not recall mentioning that you had provided information on this 
matter to Nichols, but it is possible that I did; I certainly should not have. 

If Lif ton's knowledge, which you describe as "fairly accurate reflection of the 
contents and very accurate reflection of the fact that (you) had gone beyond John's 
request,” was obtained from me, he apparently was pumping me in a quite subtle 
manner, and I will have to make sure it doesn't happen again. In any case, it 
bothers me that he has somehow interpreted this as of significance in connection 
with you or your work (I assume this happened, since his knowledge got back to 
you), since it came up only in connection with his own Archives work. 

I gather that all Litton has learned about your unpublished books is some 
sort of general observations, not specific information; that is, some of us (me, 

Hal, Gary) axe said to have agreed with some of his criticisms of your work. 

Whether or not Hal or I did in fact agree with some of his comments on your work, 
and whether or not we meant what we said (there are obvious reasons for not being 
frank in such a situation), I for one do not want my fairly casual comments on 
the work of any of the other critics passed around on the grapevine. As Gary 
put is very well in his letter, the grapevine is very unreliable in such matters. 

(In any case, my opinions have no value as information.) As you know, "yes" in 
a telephone conversation can mean anything from "I agree" to "I am still awake." 

If, in the future, I restrict my conversations with Lifton to comments strictly 
on his own work, and put anything else I want to discuss with him in writing (where 
slips can be eliminated), these problems should not arise again. 

From your comments it seems that there have been no serious problems with 
the dissemination of my Archives work where it overlaps with yours. The enclosed 
letter to George Rennar is an example of the kind of procedure that, although 
somewhat -inefficient, should be advantageous all around. (Incidentally, in this 
case George would probably cone across this report through the indexes eventually, 
as Jim and I did.) 

On the chance that Lifton 's -unwillingness to have Gary send others copies of 
their correspondence represents a desire to keep such dispates from spreading, I 
don't think I will press for access to the Receda material at this time. However, 
my attitude of "noninvdv«nent" is tempered by the fact that you, unlike him, are 
quite willing to have the records fully examined. That is, I am neutral on your side. 

Once again, on to more productive matters. ... 
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two items in your 7/5 are so cryptic that I can’t understand 
them offhand, but that is okay. I will check my files and, as requested, pass 
on to Hal and Jim the need for strictest secrecy. . . . From what I have heard 
of Schoenman I can do without him. 

On the microfilm i I now have from Lifton the ONI, CIA, SS files, plus a 
number of synopses and Tables of Contents which he had ordered. The ONI file 
is certainly largely junk (it was Lif ton's idea to get the printout), but worth 
a closer examination than I have yet given it. As soon as I get these files 
straightened^ out I will make the good parts available to you and Gary (and anyone 
else who is interested). The only microfilm I have left (unprinted) is the FPCC 

(£th) W hav h i bOU + °v PageSl Tt is rather g° od as such files go (I know you 
think +ha+V\ 1SaSt L llSt 0f lts oontent s and maybe a copy of the film), but I 
b^^h L + haVS g ? tte ? most of the goodies from it. It probably would not 
mrt or h a lT ° Ut unles f v a few oth f* P e °P le are interested in getting copies of 

f rather sma11 (200 order outstanding, on film; I 

suggest that when I get it I send it to you and you ask Mr. Ballard to print it 
out. A rate of 10?! a page would be comparable to commercial rates, although such 
x 0t llke t0 d ° fairly 3171311 fiims such as that one; gfarofc 5<i a page 
w* t° Ut C °f^’ 1 believe * 0f course, anything less than 15 ?! a page would 
cheaper tban getting Xerox from the Archives, although the problem of 
time does enter. If Mr. Ballard could do this work for us at a page with 
small delays, it would be a real service. Since Bud’s copier at 3-4?! a page is 
no cheaper than commercial rates here, I would prefer to have the original printout 

afwjTfw me . rigbt away; 1 ® ould then have copies made for Bud and others. (I am 
afr=,xQ that going tnrough Bud s office might mean a longer delay. ) As for the 

fichT C wM^r ° nS /^‘ “"I ask6d! 1116 fi2m is indeed 35 mm, on rolls (not micro- 
cards); the reduction is usually small (9 or lZ/l, I believe), but 

nfiri a . ahld b ® variable at our request. I suggest we see what happens on this 
pending roll before making further plans. 

011 th® Castro li/25 speech, I will wait for the translation.... lour 7/lZt 

to Jet n in S touch Sh a tk a i 1 UTiambi ^ QUS ( paul R > ^ul H.) but I would like 
( us e^L f oth ® rAr chl ves People, regardless of political differences, 
i tSk are all_ alike anyhow.) ... The responses you have gotten convince 

^ “ seething important m the autopsy memo of transfer ... Good luck with "Mac.' 
... I don t have CD 20 6 , pp. 222-3 (James Lawrence) and would like a copy if 
convenient.... Hal has your Ricardo tape transcript; I have seen it.... The Hernandez 

10 Vf is “ 22101 nothto * H 1 .SLsIT 

l 5^5 ta r Item ° n mlc r of:Llm ’ 1 would consider it worthwhile to go through all of 
J*. h ne cessary, to get Stuckey's columns (or anything else of interest - I 

gather we can’t assume N.O. did even this). Maybe.one of <£y’s peopto could do 
k s ~ th e fllm sh ° uld be obtainable through inter-library loan, at least.... Removal 

sometotos ** thlS W&S a plaoe wha * e ycm were giving me credit for 

something, x II take it an person and you needn’t clutter up the text; if you were 

attributing some analysis to me I would like to check that it is acSkto/S? you 
don t want to present it without my name. I really don’t care that much, so I will 
defer to your judgment.... Your 7/24, I will ask Jim S. to check.... I am again 
engaged in correspondence with the JD and Archives on the 544 Camp pamphlet, and 
am getting a runaround similar to yours - the favorite trick seems to be to pass the 

if C to L??f ber ag f! 7- 1 WaS going to S9nd this to you when I get my next reply but 

M i d b ® usepul ^ y°ur proceedings I will send it now. (I would prefer not 
to have it used until I have pushed it as far as possible.) 

As always, 

oes GRS -^5? fi 

encl, (HW only) CD 206, pp. 19-20; CD 329, p. " CLuJC 

58; see also lr to GRS. 



